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Plaintift, | JURY TRIAL DEMANDED
V.

ENRON CORPORATION, ANDREW S. |
FASTOW, KENNETH L. LAY, and
JEFFREY K. SKILLING,

l
Defendants.

HENRY H. STEINER, Individually and on I C.A. No. H-01-3717

Behalf of All Others Similarly Situated,
JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

Plaintift,
V.

ENRON CORP., KENNETH L. LAY,
JEFFREY K. SKILLING, ANDREW S.
FASTOW, and ARTHUR ANDERSEN
LLP,

Defendants.

]

THE PROPOSED PREFERRED PURCHASER LEAD PLAINTIFES'
MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT AS LEAD PLAINTIFFS AND APPROVAL —
OF THEIR SELECTION OF LEAD AND LLOCAL COUNSEL

T
}

COME NOW Henry H. Steiner, Daniel Kaminer, Christine Benoit and Michael and
Jennifer Cerone (the "Proposed Preferred Purchaser Lead Plaintiffs"), and move this Court, pursuant
to Rule 42(a) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and Section 21D(a)(3)(B) of the Securities
Exchange Act of 1934, 15 U.S.C. §78u-4(3)(B), for an order:

1. appointing the Proposed Preferred Purchaser Lead Plaintiffs as Lead

Plaintiffs for a class of purchasers of preferred shareholder in these actions

and all related actions; and
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11 approving the counsel selected and retained by the Proposed Preferred

Purchaser Lead Plaintiffs as Plaintiffs' Lead Counsel, and Plaintiffs' Local

Counsel.

In support of their motion, the Proposed Preferred Purchaser Lead Plaintiffs submit:

(1) the Declaration of Jack E. McGehee, with exhibits; (2) the Declaration of Steven R. Wolfe, with

exhibit; (3) a Memorandum of Law, with exhibits; and (4) a Proposed Order granting the relief

requested.

Dated: December 21, 2001
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Jack E. McGehde, TBN 13623700, Fed No. 8163

OF COUNSEL:

McGehee & Pianelli, L.L.P.

James V. Pianellit TBN 15966740, Fed No. 11557
Timothy D. Riley TBN 16931300, Fed No. 521
1225 N. Loop West, Suite 810

Houston, Texas 77008

(713) 864-4000

(713) 868-9393 fax

TEXLAW@ILAWTX.COM

WOLF HALDENSTEIN ADLER FREEMAN &
HERZ LLP

Daniel W. Krasner

Jeffrey G. Smith

270 Madison Avenue

New York, New York 10016

(212) 545-4600

(212) 545-4653

www.whath.com

Attorneys for Plaintiff
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